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DETAILED ACTION 
1 . CLAIMS 1-19 are pending with 43 in absolute number of claims. 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments witli respect to claims 1-19 liave been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection, wliicli are necessitated by 
ttie amendments. Applicant's arguments are directed to the claimed invention as 
amended. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3, 11, 19/1, 19/11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Obradovich US20040036601 in view of Price US6985091 . 

Regarding Claim 1, Obradovich discloses fig.1 and ^40-43 a 
processor 103, a control unit that controls display 117 a visual information 
providing unit and interface 119 an aural information providing unit. In fig. 
23 and 1|125-127 a processor that controls path negotiations i.e. automatic 
traveling for vehicle. Further disclosed in figs. 19, 20 and 1|113-117 is a 
processor 103 that monitors engine parameters and issues alerts. 
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However Obradovich dose not discloses the visual information 
providing unit comprises a display part and an analog meter to display 
various states of a vehicle. Price discloses in fig. 6 and col. 7 line 55-col. 8 
line 67 a visual information providing unit comprises a display part and an 
analog meter. 

It would have obvious for one of ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the display of Price into Obradovich for 
displaying engine parameters as taught by Price to provide user awareness 
of the engine parameters and context/detail for the alerts. 

Regarding Claim 2 (depends from Claim 1) Obradovicli discloses in 
paragraph 45 navigation system 205 verbally/aurally and visually directing user 
to the vehicle, where display unit 1 17 is the visual information providing unit. This 
reads on "characterized in that there is provided visual information providing unit 
to visually display the various states of the vehicle, and the control unit causes a 
display mode relating to notification content of the aural information providing unit 
to be displayed by the visual information providing unit". 

Regarding Claim 3, (depending from claim 1) Obradovich discloses in 
paragraph 45, disclose user interface 1 19 with the aid of a speaker provides 
synthesized voice notifications by way of questions. This reads on "characterized 
in that the control unit uses the aural information providing unit to send a 
notification by voice". 

Regarding Claim 11 (independent) Obradovich discloses fig.1 and 1|40- 
43 a processor 103, a control unit that controls display 117 a visual 
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information providing unit and interface 119 an aural information providing 
unit. Further disclosed in figs.19, 20 and 1|113-117 is a processor 103 that 
monitors engine parameters and issues alerts. 

However Obradovich dose not discloses the visual information 
providing unit comprises a display part and an analog meter to display 
various states of a vehicle. Price discloses in fig. 6 and col. 7 line 55-col. 8 
line 67 a visual information providing unit comprises a display part and an 
analog meter 

It would have obvious for one of ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the display of Price into Obradovich for 
displaying engine parameters as taught by Price. 

Regarding Claims 19/1 and 19/11 Obradovicli discloses in paragraph 45 
navigation unit 205 receiving and registering/storing destination settings 
information. Tine destination settings information is inlierently customized; tine 
navigation direction request mode being analogous to customized mode. 

3. Claims 4, 6, 7/6, 10/6, 19/6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Obradovich and Price in view of Oouchi US6356207. 

Regarding Claim 4 (depends from Claim 1); Obradovich discloses in 
paragraph 45 user interface 1 19 for providing voice notifications. Obradovich 
does not disclose other sound effects for user notification. Oouchi discloses in 
col. 5 lines 60-65 user notification via Voice and buzzer. 
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It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the combination of voice and buzzer notification in 
Oouchi into Obradovich for improved notification effectiveness. 

Regarding claim 6 (independent) Obradovich discloses fig.1 and 1|40- 
43 a processor 103, a control unit that controls display 117 a visual 
information providing unit and interface 119 an aural information providing 
unit. Further disclosed In figs. 19, 20 and 1|113-117 is a processor 103 that 
monitors engine parameters and issues alerts. 

However Obradovich dose not discloses the visual information 
providing unit comprises a display part and an analog meter to display 
various states of a vehicle. Price discloses in fig. 6 and col. 7 line 55-col. 8 
line 67 a visual information providing unit comprises a display part and an 
analog meter 

It would have obvious for one of ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the display of Price into Obradovich for 
displaying engine parameters as taught by Price. 

Also Obradovich does not disclose the use of other sound effect. Oouchi 
discloses in col. 5 lines 60-65 user notification via Voice and buzzer. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the combination of voice and buzzer notification in 
Oouchi into Obradovich for improved notification effectiveness. 

Regarding Claim 7/6 Oouchi discloses in col. 5 lines 60-65 the use of just 
a buzzer and display to indicate various information. 
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Regarding Claim 10/6, Oouchi discloses in col. 5 lines 60-65 the use of 

various just a buzzer and display to indicate various information. 

Regarding Claims 19/6 Obradovich discloses in paragraph 45 navigation 
unit 205 receiving and registering/storing destination settings information. The 
destination settings information is inherently customized; the navigation direction 
request mode being analogous to customized mode. 

4. Claims 14/6, 15/6, 16/15/6, 17/15/6, 18/15/6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Obradovich, Price and Oouchi in view of 
Lutter US2002/0196134. 

Regarding Claim 14/6, Obradovich does disclose a signal to control other 
vehicle mounted audio devices. Lutter discloses in paragraphs 23 and 24 an 
audio manager 14 that can override outputs of vehicle audio devices. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the volume lowering of Lutter into Obradovich for 
effective warning notification as taught by Lutter. 

Regarding Claims 15/6, Lutter discloses in fig. 3 and paragraph 23 an 
audio manager 14 which set up audio output in accordance with preset priority. 

Regarding claims 16/15/6, Lutter discloses in paragraph 24, the override 
or canceling of lower priority audio outputs/notifications. 

Regarding claims 17/15/6, Lutter discloses in paragraph 23 the non 
connection of audio input/notification of lower priority when one of higher priority 
is engaged, the inherently specified number in this case being one. 
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Regarding Claim 18/15/6, Lutter discloses in paragraph 24, collision 

warning signal (higher priority) momentarily overriding music signal (lower 
priority), and music reconnected in absence of collision, thus music was 
waitlisted. 

5. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Obradovich, Price and Oouchi in view of Ebersole et al I US2003/0210228. 

Regarding Claim 5, Obradovich and Oouchi discloses all the limitation of 
claim 5 as applied to claim 4 except changing sound effect for various states. 
Ebersole discloses in paragraph 130 the use of various sound effects in a 
navigation to indicate various. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to use the sound effects of Ebersole into Obradovich to indicate various 
states in guidance/warning and answerback for improved effectiveness in alerting 
user. 

6. Claim 8, 9/8, 10/8, 19/8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Obradovich, Price in view of Nakai US6618650 

Regarding claim 8 Obradovich discloses fig.1 and l|40-43 a processor 
103, a control unit that controls display 117 a visual Information providing 
unit and interface 119 an aural information providing unit. Further 
disclosed in figs. 19, 20 and ^113-117 is a processor 103 that monitors 
engine parameters and issues alerts. 
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However Obradovich dose not discloses the visual information 
providing unit comprises a display part and an analog meter to display 
various states of a vehicle. Price discloses in fig. 6 and col. 7 line 55-col. 8 
line 67 a visual information providing unit comprises a display part and an 
analog meter 

It would have obvious for one of ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the display of Price into Obradovich for 
displaying engine parameters as taught by Price. 

Further Obradovich does not disclose the aural notification of door 
opening. Nakai discloses in figs. 1 and 13 and col. 10 lines 15-20 the aural 
indication of a door opening. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill to incorporate the door 
opening aural indication of Nakai into Obradovich for the purpose enhanced car 
security as taught by Nakai. 

Regarding Claim 9/8, neither Obradovich nor Nakai discloses use of 
music as a sound effect. Obradovich having disclosed aural indication of door 
opening the Incorporation music is function of user preference. 

Regarding Claim 10/8, Obradovich discloses in paragraph 45 discloses 
the provision of aural and visual information by units 205 in combination with 
units 117 and 119. 

Regarding Claim 19/8, Obradovich discloses in paragraph 45 navigation 
unit 205 receiving and registering/storing destination settings information. The 



Application/Control Number: 10/586,340 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2612 

destination settings information is inherently customized; the navigation direction 
request mode being analogous to customized mode. 

7. Claims 14/8, 15/8, 16/15/8, 17/15/8, 18/15/8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Obradovich, Price and Nakai in view of, Lutter 
U.S.2002/0196134. 

Regarding Claim 14/8, Obradovich does disclose a signal to control other 
vehicle mounted audio devices. Lutter discloses in paragraphs 23 and 24 an 
audio manager 14 that can override outputs of vehicle audio devices. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the volume lowering of Lutter into Obradovich for 
effective warning notification as taught by Lutter. 

Regarding Claims 15/8, Lutter discloses in fig. 3 and paragraph 23 an 
audio manager 14 which set up audio output in accordance with preset priority. 

Regarding claims 16/15/8, Lutter discloses in paragraph 24, the override 
or canceling of lower priority audio outputs/notifications. 

Regarding claims 17/15/8, Lutter discloses in paragraph 23 the non 
connection of audio input/notification of lower priority when one of higher priority 
is engaged, inherently the specified number in this case being one. 

Regarding Claim 18/15/8, Lutter discloses in paragraph 24, collision 
warning signal (higher priority) momentarily overriding music signal (lower 
priority), and music reconnected in absence of collision, thus music was 
waitlisted. 
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8. Claim 12/1, 12/11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Obradovicli, Price in view of Kuwahara US 5394332. ( 

Regarding Claim 12/1, 12/11 Obradovich does not explicitly disclose 
audible time indication. Kuwahara discloses in Fig. 2, 4 and col. 7 lines 16-20 in 
light of col. 2 lines 6-19 the provision of audible indication of estimated indication 
of approach time to destination. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the audible indication of Kuwahara into Adachi to give 
driver an estimation of time. 

9. Claims 13/12/1, 13/12/11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Obradovich, Price and Kuwahara in view of Mazzara 
US20040203951 . 

Regarding Claim 13/12/1, 13/12/11 Kuwahara does not disclose explicitly 
the use of GPS to acquire time information. Mazzara discloses in fig 2 and 
paragraph 23 the use of GPS to acquire and display time information. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to use the GPS of Mazzara in Kuwahara for purpose of providing local 
timing to vehicle. 
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10. Claims 14/1, 14/11, 15/1,15/11, 16/15/1, 16/15/11, 17/15/1, 17/15/11, 
18/15/1, 18/15/11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Obradovich, Price in view of Lutter et al U.S. 2002/0196134. 

Regarding Claims 14/1, 14/11 Obradovich does disclose a signal to 
control other vehicle mounted audio devices. Lutter discloses in paragraphs 23 
and 24 an audio manager 14 that can override outputs of vehicle audio devices. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the volume lowering of Lutter into Obradovich for 
effective warning notification as taught by Lutter. 

Regarding Claims 15/1, 15/11 Lutter discloses in fig. 3 and paragraph 23 
an audio manager 14 which set up audio output in accordance with preset 
priority. 

Regarding claims 16/15/1 and 16/15/11 Lutter discloses in paragraph 24, 
the override or canceling of lower priority audio outputs/notification. 

Regarding claims 17/15/1 and 17/15/11, Lutter discloses in paragraph 23 
the non connection of audio input/notification of lower priority when one of higher 
priority is engaged; the specified number this case being one. 

Regarding Claims 18/15/1 and 18/15/11, Lutter discloses in paragraph 
24, collision warning signal (higher priority) momentarily overriding music signal 
(lower priority), and music reconnected in absence of collision, thus music was 
waitlisted. 
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Claim 12/6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Obradovich and Oouchi in view of Sliingo Kuwahara et a! US Patent 5394332. 
(Hereafter referred to as Kuwalnara). 

Regarding Claim 12/6 neitlier Obradovich nor Oouciii explicitly discloses 
audible time indication. Kuwahara discloses in Fig. 2, 4 and col. 7 lines 16-20 in 
light of col. 2 lines 6-19 the provision of audible indication of estimated indication 
of approach time to destination. 

It would have been obvious fro ordinary skill at the time of the invention to 
incorporate the audible indication of Kuwahara into Adachi to give driver an 
estimation of time of arrival. 

1 1 . Claim 13/12/6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Obradovich, Price, Oouchi, Kuwahara in view of Mazzara US20040203951 . 

Regarding Claims 13/12/6 Kuwahara does not disclose explicitly the use 
of GPS to acquire time information. Mazzara discloses in fig 2 and paragraph 22 
the use of GPS to acquire and display time information. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to use the GPS of Mazzara in Kuwahara for purpose of providing local 
timing to vehicle. 

1 2. Claim 12/8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Obradovich, Price and Nakai in view of Kuwahara et al US 5394332. 

Regarding Claims 12/8 neither Obradovich nor Nakai explicitly discloses 
audible time indication. Kuwahara discloses in Fig. 2, 4 and col. 7 lines 16-20 in 
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light of col. 2 lines 6-19 the provision of audible indication of estimated indication 

of approach time to destination. 

It would have been obvious fro ordinary skill at the time of the invention to 
incorporate the audible indication of Kuwahara into Adachi to give driver an 
estimation of time. 

13. Claim 13/12/8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Obradovich, Price, Nakai, Kuwahara in view of. Mazzara US 2004/0203951 . 

Regarding Claim 13/12/8 Kuwahara does not disclose explicitly the use of 
GPS to acquire time information. Mazzara discloses in fig 2 and paragraph 22 
the use of GPS to acquire and display time information. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to use the GPS of Mazzara in Kuwahara for purpose of providing local 
timing to vehicle. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
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action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to OJIAKO NWUGO whose telephone number 
is (571 )272-9755. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F 7.30am - 
5.00pm EST, Alternate Fridays Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Benjamin Lee can be reached on (571) 272 2963. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free)? If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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OKN 

/Benjamin C. Lee/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2612 



